COMPARISON OF DELIVERY SYSTEMS - ALL FIGURES BASED ON SFY |
Lincoln 2001 2002 2003 2004 2001 2002 2003 2004 el [2002- 2001 Comparison | 232 P 2003 2002 Comparison | 2t %3 12004 - 2003 Comparison
QL Q2 Q3 Q4 QL Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 QL Q2 Q3 Q4| Average | Average | Average | Average | Diff GDIff | Diff | eDiff | Diff | Diff | Diff | oeDifft | Diff | oeDiff | Diff | oeDiff
PHYSICIAN COUNT*
FFS 10 11 12, 12| 11 12, 11 10| 11 11 12, 12| 12, 12 14| 14 11 11 12| 13| -2| -16.7% 0| -2.2%| 2| 20.0% 1 4.5%)| 2| 16.7% 2| 13.0%|
HO 13 13 8 10 15 12 26 33 32 32 38 36 31! 29 11 11 11 22| 35 21 23| 230.0% 11| 95.5% 3 9.1% 13| 60.5% -25| -69.4% -14| -40.6%|
ump 10 11 11 11 11 9 9 8 7 7 5, 5| 6 5 7 7| 11 9 6 6 -3| -27.3% -2| -14.0%j -3| -37.5% -3| -35.1%j 2| 46.7% 0 5.1%)
PEBB 9 8 8 10 10 10 15 9 23 23 10 10, 14 11 12 11 9 11 17, 12, -1 -10.0%| 2| 25.7% 1| 11.1% 6| 50.0% 1| 10.0% -4| -26.6%)
CLIENT COUNT |
FFS 550 556 947 934 959 995 400; 398 462 485 520 539 573 467 483 490 747 688| 502 503 -537| -57.4% -59| -7.9% 141| 35.5% -187| -27.1% -49] -9.0% 2 0.4%
HO 830 837 456 482 461 435 657 662 705 767 825 900 903 681 823 789 651 554 799 799 180| 37.4% -98| -15.0%) 238| 36.0% 246| 44.3% -110| -12.3% 0 0.0%)
ump 154 161 131 132 125 126 127 126 120 119 181 18_5I 182 185 329 396 145 126 151 273 -6| -4.5% -19| -12.8% 59| 46.8% 25| 20.0% 211 114.1% 122| 80.4%
PEBB 527 520 537 551 512 524 510 514 518 522 432 451 442 453 312 367, 534 515 481 393 37| -6.7% -19| -3.5% -63| -12.3% -34| -6.7%| -84| -18.6% -87| -18.2%)
RATIO™
FFS 18.2 19.8 12.7 12.8] 11.5 12.1 27.5 25.1] 23.8 22.7 23.1 22.3) 21.0 25.7 29.0| 28.6) 15.9 19.0 23.0 26.0) 12.3] 95.8% 3.2| 20.0% -2.9| -11.4% 3.9] 20.6% 6.3] 28.3% 3.1 13.4%]
HO 15.7 15.5] 17.5 20.§| 32.5 27.6 39.6! 49.9| 45.4 417 46.1 40.0 34.3 42.6 13.4] 13.§I 17.4] 37.4 43.3] 26.11 29.1| 140.2% 20.0| 115.3%j -9.9| -19.8% 59| 15.8% -26.1| -65.2% -17.2| -39.8%j
UMP 64.9 68.3 84.0 83.3 88.0 71.4 70.9 63.5 58.3 58.8 27.6 27.0) 31.1 28.2 21.3] 185[ 75.1 73.4 43.0 24.8| -19.8] -23.8% -1.7| -2.3%| -36.5| -57.4%| -30.5| -41.5% -8.5| -31.5%| -18.2| -42.3%|
PEBB 17.1 15.4 14.9 18.1] 19.5] 19.1 29.4 17.5] 44.4 44.1 23.1 22.2] 32.4 25.3 37.4| 30.0| 16.4] 21.4 33.4] 31.3] -0.6| -3.5% 5.0/ 30.6% 4.7| 26.6% 12.1| 56.4% 7.8| 35.2% -2.2| -6.5%]
TOP QUARTILE™
FFS 69.6%) 59.1%| 56.6% 58.3%) 61.7%| 54.3%| 61.4%| 71.5%] 66.5%| 64.3% 55.0%) 48.4%| 63.0%| 57.8%| 63.2%| 68.4%| 60.9%| 62.2%| 58.6%| 63.1%] 13.1%| 22.5% 1.3% 2.1%| -23.1%)| -32.3%| -3.6%| -5.9%| 20.0%| 41.4% 4.5% 7.8%)
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Comparison of Ratios * COUNT is the unduplicated count of physicians and/or clients.
** RATIO is the number of active physicians per 1000 clients.
100 *++ TOP QUARTILE is the percent of client visits provided by the top 25% of the most active physicians.
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